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a REASON-FCIM II, 
FROM =: SA Sam Papich ~ DATE OF REVIEW 


; ALL INFORMATION CONTATID 
SUBIECT: “prpaptyonsg WITH CIA - HEREIN IS UNCLASS LF LED ey PEC 
EXCEPT WHERE SHOWN | Doh E Bacon) BeUee 
OTHERWISE. 

Reference is made to my letters dated arett 2 and 

March 5, 197G, In my letter of March 5, 1970, tated “it 

is important to emphasize that the Burcau can bee produce 

an extensive list of justitied srievances.". Ib is my under- 


standing that the Chrecstopr desired that tits lisy be identi 
Eneloue: berevith is « List of upproximately 75 items. \) 


pee 
~ 
. 


ae 


This list should not be considered ee ee conmlete, 
Preparation Wes PECGe once on my personal recollection and a / 
review of Bureae records. To iske this list more bennbete cud 
specidvically re would neceusitate the review of sd eae 
of files, Sho enclosed list can be surmorted by Burcau records, 


Wait Cla recurds ACAAECY Yih UNG Seo 2vens 25 UNENOV. 2nd 
also must be kent in mind in conncetion with our evaluation 
of the alleged CIA grievances which I previously listed, ~~ 


that at is presumptuous on my part, but 
yr Bureau work can beneyxyit by so 


i3f the Dize ‘al i 

lpersonal discuision between the Director and myclf, I am 
tavaiiabio until April GS, 1976. I plan to leave the aren. 
wdmmediately thereaicer for an extended period, 


| ACTION: | REG Ci Zz oe £07 50 - ; WL: 
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« 4 
“CENTRAL INTELL [GENCE AGENCY, VAs 
‘ ca WASHINGTON, D. ¢. 20505 . 7 
“A OMOEFICE“OF THE DIRECTOR OC eh OE Bs 
Oe A BOR METED RAZ we es 20 March,1970. 
.The Honorable. J. Edgar Hoover | 
Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D.C, 


Dear Mr. Hoover: 


We have completed our review of domestic positive intelligence 
collection engendered by your letter of Il March 1970. We warmly 
welcome pe fous reexamination by our two agencies of the implemen.-. 


Gere ae 
o 


which you ead sed. I concur also with your comments that there is 

a need for close coordinaticn of ovr efforts in the field of positive and 
counterintelligence collection, To be most effective, lLagree thatit . , 
is essential for this Agency, tegether with your Bureau, to conduct a 
continuing analysis of clandestine collection activity. The product is 
of growing importance to the national security and to the United States 
Intelligence Community, Therefore we endorse your proposal for a 
reexamination and bespeak your desires as to how this might be 


tation C1 tne 1900 aeyrecmicise tak Line CULLG LeLUae UL poseeave Pigietep pet ua ray iene 


Siemans 


<a CE EP 


oyeelel ce 


i 
? 


f 
( 
: 

ae 2 
i 
i 


; conducted. 

| 5 

t - With regard to the 1966 set of ground rules, which you sent tO ee 

_— the then Director, Vice Admiral William F. Raborn, Jr., the compe~ f 
; * y¥tent work of our respective representatives did, in fact, produce an 4 

(3 ,effective and realistic agreement, Iwelcorne your statement that no 


‘major problems have been encountered since its adoption. 


ro: Yy é : 

©) : ; I feel strongly that there are other related subjects, of similar 
:importance to the national security, which warrant periodic recxamina- 
"tion since they have a direct bearing on domestic pat tahay ie coll egpion 
of positive intelligence, . REC g : a 


P 
HAR 20 1920 


: f} ; ‘ LOE cee i EL IE EE 
b ra ee same Set te ip 
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- As a result of our review, engendered by your letter, I believe 
‘that. the following subjects are desexving of your personal consideration: |. — 
ae tern w feel: Ava coverage! “Audio coverage provides timely — 
intelligence of inestimabie worth to U.S. officials. for | 
policy planning, early warning and accurate guidance 
necessary for the ‘ph overient: of operational and collec- 
ie 4 | tion activity here and abroad. Audio coverage is unique 
Ea iaetig aaenutaate “.| production because. it-is-rea dily. subject + to-local cross-... Biehl ony hd Ae goth 
* checking and evaluation which is far more difficult and “3h 
costly to achieve abroad. Further, such coverage is on 
- Utargets which affect directly the national interests. 


' For several years your Bureau had been recep- 
tive ‘to yequirements and leads which resulted in valuable 
coverage. The quality of your Peery proved that 


amon halides 


womens este nn 


Cult pe me ye cau alone OSSESSSCS Ne Che one heer eas 
y po 


which cannot be duplicated by any other U.S. agency. 


awd anwernnwtanan 
NA Nek rete wEOPOTOTS) 


. ‘On 2 October 1969 two related nests for audio <« 
coverage were submitted by this Agency pertaining to 
positive intelligence targets, one of whore had KGB connec~ 
tions. (I refer to the case of GEESE eave nd Gaze es 
. gn Your Bureau Peolted ‘that henceforth the 
7 eens should refer all such cases er eer to the Seria 
. Gener for approval. 


It is suggested that the question of audio coverage 
be:reopened between representatives of your Bureau and 
this Agency. I would welcome your thoughts and observa- 
tions on this oes a * Se" 


I wish to assure you ‘that I believe that this sensitive 
type of collection should be implemented under rigid and 
stringent controls. This is absolutely necessary in order to 
maintain the highest standard of security both in instituting 
the coverage and for the exploitation of the product, (An 
excellent example of this is demonstrated in your effective a 
and secure production of SCOPE. ) ¥$) : 


I alistenamnenemnantaannnteeenmneeneaneamememnnmel ee RE RRR a CORA LEE ERS LE, IE TT IG A a Tn dee epee ea nee ee Ee we 
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: (2) Mail) Coverage. ‘Another much needed intelli-) °°: 
gence: tool ‘is {is mail: -coverage.. -Its.importance. has been. 2. ee Gs 
proven inthe past. I have the impression that it has . 
IBeen discontinued, and Iwould suggest that our represen- 
tatives should confer and examine together whether this 
asset might be deployed a against communications of the 
peniet ae the ae pelt and. identified font ey ae : 


* Sain cs p Se ee ae 


+ 


es ClA es Services. A. signitvesnt expendi- 
os - % ture of this A: Agency! s money and personnel has been com- 
7 _ .Jmitted to research and development for the improvement 
of technical aids. This Agency has provided-your Bureau 
with an appreciation of our resources and capabilities, and 
has offered you at cost or gratis our most sophisticated 


ae ne | 


i 


dle “| AlthovéR Wwe v ie continue these services, we would ‘welcome 
any suggestions from your Bureau for improvement in the 
technical ficld including proposals how these assets can be 
better employed. Your comments will be particularly 
appreciated in view of our mutual interests in implementing 


Operation’ 


(4) Cours es in Positive Intelligence Requirements and 
Reporting. Since e the collection and reporting of positive 
foreign intelligence is, as you say, only incidental to your 
‘main internal security and counterintelligence responsibili- 
ties, I realize that your personnel are somewhat at a dis- 
advantage in carrying out the evaluating and reporting 

» ig processes necessary for the conduct of positive intelligence. 
- At our 1966 conference we offered to institute positive intel- 
. ligence training courses, including reports writing and 


ate phe sdeetigie etwitin omen 
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eS 
ee 


Egeives ‘for FBI personnel, - . In soliciting your ‘views on ‘ ar: 
. | the desirability. of this type of training,. I wish to reiterate | ae nee 


our willingness to provide such instruction. It would be 


‘ designed to expose the needs of the Intelligence Community 


in depth, thus making the Current Intelligence Reporting 
List mh more meanness to your eset 


intelligence services, itis suggested that CIA and FBI 
experts in this field meet as required at our respective 


| Headquarters, the Washington and New York Field Offices, 


in order to keep abreast of new developments, modus 
operandi, operational tasks, and diverse missions of 
opposition services, I know that you will agree with me. 
that'no opportunities for improvement should be over- . 


Tantrad whinh: might heln tn- nacate the effarts of hostile 
. services who are char ged with undermining the security 
of the United States. These sessions should also provide | 
-* -an opportunity to explore and devise new means to pene- 
- trate and neutralize these inimical forces. 


Seen ; : 

'(6) Live Bloc Sources. The record of our coopera~. 
tion and coordination to exploit live penetrations and defec- 
tors from Bloc sources proves the success of our mutual 


effort. 


' .] believe that there is room for substantial improve- 
ment in achieving a more uniform and efficient exploitation 
of the positive intelligence potential of certain of these 
Sensitive sources. ' I would invite your thoughts on how we 
may better coordinate requirements for these sources and 
establish a more thorough evaluation of their positive . 
intelligence production before it is given general dissemina- 


ition within the Government. Our review would suggest that 


there are good reasons for consultation to explore the 


development of higher quality live sources, for example 


b 


4 
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° 5)" i emiuens on Gago sition Services. “Given the 0 oe eT Beet! 
‘growing sophistication a and increased capabilities of hostile 


Pies ene erdine Gee ee 
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(7) Live Sources‘in the | the Non-Bloc Area.. Soutees 
such as d diplomats are a fertile field for ° 
procurement of much-needed intelligence relating to the 
_ jactivities of certain Latin American and Middle Eastern’ 
‘|countries which are. éxpanding their subversive and - 
dIterrorist activities, -even to the. United States.. Ido not. 
feel confident that both agencies have adequately exploited 
the full potential of this field, and would urge that this 
: ranean ke meeenee bye our Siete secs mee ae 


(8) ‘New eres Matters. There 3 is ialceady” 
a substantial tial exchange of information in this field. Limi- 
tations of manpower raise a serious question as-to whether 
both agencies can keep pace with future unpredictable 
developments. The increasingly close connection between 
these forces in the United States and hostile elements 
abroad has been well-established by both of our agencies. 

I feel it would be in our mutual interest to determine how 
we can best enplov more. wisely ous lianited manpower, 

| knowing hat this problem, which embraces bombings, 
hijacking, assassination, and the demeaning of law ERiOrce> 
ment officers, is. international in scope. 


(9) Relations with Domestic Field Offices and Legal 
Attaches. ~~ T do not feel that there are any serious conflicts 
in this area but there may be room for improving the quality 
of liaison in order to expand positive intelligence collection, 

» |Given the changing situations both here and abroad, periodic 

. re-examination of field relations could assist both agencies 


to make mutually-agreed at al 


Mr. Hoover, I wish to assure you that I value highly your personal 
judgment in affairs bearing on the national security. I know that your. 
experience is derived from a unique lifetime of dedicated service to our 
country. In this spirit, I welcome sincerely your observations on the 
foregoing agenda and solicit your thoughts regarding any other item 
which you deem OETA of the attention of your Bureau and this Agency. 


wae 


Faithfully yours, 


e : ; ry 
, a _  - Richard Helms , —_ 
, - Director 


~ SEGRET. 
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©. CASES AND/C- SLTUATIOUS: a eee. 
INVOLVING Cou. LICTS WIT THE: Is 


at iM 


BUTRAL TVPUULIGSUCE AGRHCY (CIA) 


Npeee 


(1) EOCASE (Try RORIS MOoRRCS CASEY 
phos Cie HORDES sORRCS CASE) 


This was a sensitive Sovict-espionage case. 
- Which originated in 1943 and terminated for the most  - ~ 
O'“Ppakt ih 1857." the ‘case “hed many wide foreign’ fanfic” 
cations and historically has been, and undcuntedly _ 
Will be, one of the most important and involved cases 
of Soviet operations in this country and abroad, We 
did not disseminate anv information of Significance 
in this case until 1654, On various occasions when : 
the Lisison Aceant hes becone involved in heated arcu- 
ments with CIA officials, they have seen fit to raise 
this case as an outst nding example of FBI failure to 
cooperate with tha A y. The position taken by CIA 
was that it should have been advised resarding the 
Soviet operational activity in foreizn countries,. - 
Claining that the Agency would have had the opportunit; 
to develon more information of significance, identify 
Soviet ef its, and possibly prepare conditions for 
»recru.tne:t or doubling.of Soviet operatives. We did 
fot disseminate our reports to CIA because of the 
‘extreme sensitivity of the ease. We actuaily did not 
“permit CIA to handle any investigations relating to 
\the MOCASE until 1957, 

In 1657, CIA complained that it certainly had 
every rignt to have received the information earlier 
because many aspects of the NCCASE pertained to CIA > ; 
employees and onorations, CIA further argued that it 
had been greatly handicnpped in effectively carrying out 
the’ leads in 1857 because the leads were given to the 
Agency at the sane tine that the case was publicized, 

The Arency argucd:’theat the failure of the Bureau to 
coordinate with CIA those French aspects of the case 
permitted the French, rather than the U, S., to play a 
! dominating rele in Europe. 
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“How tiveh ‘information| late ha 1s devel loped over 
the years concerning our operational activity in 


| Mexico City is unknown, However, we as earein i 
veo Storie mind ‘that: forher Spectral: Agent (Géorge Muntr MOG eee era 
, many of our onernticnus in HORLCO, ineluding hey lniore 


‘mants, and stibsequently began: si ape eats services for :* 
i CIA after he icft the Burenu. We also should not 

forget that Americans onerating in patie American 

countrics for one agency are heavily exposed to the - : 
vate ROSOuUrces.. of, another ls: Bey Ane LLiggnes: or: .investigen 2 sd: es 
"ageney, This Agent ws from personal experience thot 
operating in these 5 constitutes a "very small world" 
and the exposure to tH 


at 


aks and errors is considernbie, 4 


eee 
le 


(3) THE ABEL CASE 


4 , : : ~ i 


: Althcusch CITA has now rais ee Pires point for Bs 
“geveral ye Cars, the prevailing attitu was, and probably a | 
still exists, that the SSI did not an ny ‘it. square with Sm 
CYA in the Ahol -ase hy not making certain thet the . a Ca 
Agency was given the proper recognition fox its contri-e = | 
{butious. Cia fcols that i 


in the first place, there would 
‘not have been any U. S&S. access or availability to the . ; 
source in this c.se, Reino Hayhanen, because CIA took 
the full responsibility for moving Hayhanen from france 
fto the U. S, in 1957. CA claims it took the risk and 
‘responsibility of doing this after the Bureau declined 
to become involved in any operation designed to transport 
‘Hayhanen te the U. S. It should be noted that Havhanen 
iwas an alcoholic and thet his first contacts, with CIA> 
jin Paris raised questions concerning Hayhanen's mental 
istability.. 


. After Hayhanen arrived in the U. S., we . 
arranged access to. him for a period, the purpose of — 
which was to obtain a complete story of his intelli~ 
‘gence activitics in the U. S. and we were particularly 
interested in identifying ras of pee ee TOC AT ees) es- 
pecially the man who later was identified as Rudolph 
Abel. After a short ha elias period in the U. S., we 
dropped Hayhanen because he became a problem. It was 
an extremcily critical situation because we had not yet 
lidentified Abel, CIA agreed to take the responsibility 
\for the carrying and safeguarding of Hayhanen but ve 


BON , 2 7 
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athe 


countrics with far botter. impressions than in. the 
past. In adcdition, we have lezrned more about these. 
countries, their AETYAGES and their. scourity | chiefs. 


this kind of ¢ 
our Legal Att 


t 
- by spending «2 ‘few minutes with: ‘them, “Needless ‘to. ‘say, 
ac. 


reginent has, also, imneasurably helped 


purcH 


CEST IN ote, ESPICHAGH ACTI iVIT 
ea ad aap eh. an Oh ed, . na 


near an epee ate 


( -* In 1965, the (Butch Internal Security Sesaaats 
: BS a yie process of investigating individuals in. 
[Hollandp¥ho allecediy. had been engaged in Soviet-es pionave 
tied ye ‘The Due! ronted to have certain,individuals 
‘in the U, S. interviewed and approached (E14 oO meke 
Lnguiry at the pienu At that time, our relations 

With thefutchMicd been practically nenexistent because 


Security Agoney. 1 


‘the (butclfShad ive ed to honestly ,deal with us in the 


‘case of [| ficinl who hac been 
elandestinely collecti tellig¢ence at the National 
Thon ZOD eer us, we told 

he AgsencMhat the DUC ould submit their reaques 

through diplomatic channels. We subsegquontiy tol cia JG) 
we would not handle the interviews for the [Butch fYWve 

stuck to our position. (cra surrendered bu elt that 
,we were spas Pane their efforts to gathor information 
‘concerning Soviet-espionage activities in gurop 


Walter G,. Krivitsky, Bufile - 100- 11146) 


_ SOLOREL JOHY GROMBACH (Pat: O'REE EQ) i: 
Colonel dehn Grombach was o retired U. S, oe 


Army officer wero, during World War If, established a 
private. intelligence network, operating throurheut the 
world but primarily. in Europe, His sources included 
any number of European exiles who came to the U. S. 
While he was in business, he was financed by the State 
Department, then -the pre daca of the Arny, and in the 
later 1640's and into the 1950's by CIA, Grombach 
established contact with the Bureau throuch one of 

his subordinates, Pat O'Brien, who periodically called 


he 
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(9) 


(Herbert Hoover Sree: 


In October, 1954, 
Commission initiated a survey of CIA's operations under 
the Mand oneutn af General Mark W. Clark. (In January 1955, 
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we were advised by a 
that Senater Jeseph 
list of CIA empnloyces 
CIA became cognizant of 


talk within the Agency 
the names to the Senator. 


informally approached ont 
to officially submit its ¢ 


What information CIA may have had on this 
pertained to the Bureau is not known, 


And “furnished: infe ormation 
This 
Pat O'Brien continued ducing the period 


rrintLon 
t is 


the re 
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son fgent that 
etween Grombach'! 
How much CIA realiy learned 
‘yelationship is not known but if it 
Agency may have de 
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& task force of the captioned 


sentative of the task force 
thy had furnished the group a 
were considered subversive, 

is development and there was 
furnished 
Wnen the Liaison Agent was 
his, he flatly told the Agency 
herges, The Agency never did. 
matter as it 


ar. ta ae aa 


nes In the Jast 
ny{the- ~Asone yp Grew enh 


It is possible that 


the Agency' 


that we maintained 
th CIA, Buvile - 62 


(Relations wi 


DoclId:3271691680 Page 


attitude was strictly predic 
liaison with the Senat 
~80750) 


SECRET 


11 


jee on a knowledge 
or's Committee, 


“count PIES. 


a 


‘the Yosdts. wa gave our. Teset 3 ttaches — 
stemming from Internal sequrity ee 
ny instances we did not see fit to. | 
the Asenscy @iways meintained that 
parate SeEeenee Security" fon "counter- 
a oe a@ lead in France pertaining to a- 
beers eed mdvisdug CLA ie not}. 
goney to handie the lend, In the 
i: s not believed that bearers 
int since we have regularly been 
ning subjects of cases who tra vat 
abrozd, If the Legal Attache is investigatins, CIA is 
notified in order to avoid duplicate eftorts, There 
have bsen excentions where we have taken the position 
that CIA should not be notified Beene: cf the sensitivity 
of the matter How 1 many such exceptions are known to 
CiA cannot be established from our files; howe ver, we 
SHOULG weir bas ab Uhl & Waite GUL Le: eed Ou bade BUVGS= 


nunerous “Aen as 
the UL.5 th mm 
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25 COMALMTES 2 
at Least 
last cv sevexr 
any basis ter cempin 
notifying CEA concer 
ga 
t 


etme eet SNe Sa 


tige te, they contact many of the same foreien officinis 
normally ees e Cia, How many of these forcirn. 


officials are CIA informants,or on the Agency payroll, 
is unknown. 


e 


CL) BUREAU OPERATIGNS IN CUBA : 
| | | | 
We operated informants in Cuba when Leia a 
; Legal Attache's Office in Havana, Informents oorted | 
STAT in 


2n GY 
on activities of communists and othe Euiversives 
‘that country, During poe period we operated these 
informants, we did not oot nee cur opera tions@ith 


CIA, We She not seve the eney that we had such 
sources iowever, in 1960, weiee Castro. came on the 


in a secure manner, pproval was granted to turn certain 
informants over to C What these informants may have 
subsequently told CIA about pest Burcau operations is 
unknown, This item'is being cited in the event CIA had | 
evidence to establish that. ve had been oooee ton ‘ain 


- . scene, it becane infeasibl e to handle certain informants 
£0 


Cuba and had n coordinated with the Agency pursuant 
_to Directives (Miecnorandum Donahoe to Belx zont, nee 3, 
ae ot 1960, re: "Partido oct S ue etd z 64—200—210, 2377 
ae and } clus : ont Febs ary 3, 1960, re: - 
: ey : . - A a 
; 4 
. va ; 
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(13) 


BURE EAU. OPERATIONS IN 


wa 
activities and the Age: 
“thatthe Leged Attache: 


id 


“Tn°'V959 ‘the uz 8S. Habase ador- in Bie mil accused | 


our Leeal Attooche of. ae “Lh uncoordin ed covert 
“intel Visende ‘activity “of avnature phich 7 Bees 
oa 


ae 


: i 
wxeeeds his terms of rot: fey cate 


ae Bhe Ambassador hres 
1wppy over the Loreal Attache's 
nile realy had told the anbass 


indicated that CIA was un 


> 


&@ source who was a fahricator or a provocator, This 
situation arose as a result of the e's Attache’s 
operation of an informant in ]Brazi Some of the 
information that he reseived from the informant w 

of a derogatory nature and related to a @r ani Liaif ic 
was "being touted as a Presidential candidate, CIA 
asked for the identity of the informant and we told 
the Agency that the person could not be identified 


because he did not wish that his identity be disclosed, 
This case is being cited becnuse CIA my have evidence 


That we had bean operntional an (Braz i Mned not coordi~ 
neted purcuant to Direc tives, an the wnat {ter was 
further egcravated because of the alleged unreliability. 
of the information. (Memorandum Roach to Belmont, 
May 1, 1909, re: iiliian I, Friedman, Legal Attache, 
Rio de Janeiro," 67-429840) and CUlemorandum Roach to 


£. 

y 3 

lad di sseninated “‘infériation™ Spon 6: 
c 


Belmont, hay 25, 1959, re: "Seviet-Satellite Activities ~ 


aa 5) PafEee ~48) YS) 


eeent ron 
BORDE! & COV FEE A Hy . 


In June » 1987, our Phocnix Office presented a 
problem concerni ing the Bureau's handling of informants. 
on the Mexican border. These informants were operating 
inside Mexico. The problem was predicated on situations 
Which mirht arise as the result of CIA's endeavors to 
Gevelop informants who already were ae handled by the 
Bureau, It was pointed out that CIA logically could 


~ 


come in contact with such sources and could make approaches 


for recruituent. It was recommended and approved that 
in order to protect our coverage in the border area, a 


valuable, trusted, and reliable confidential source would 
continue to be utilized even if he were contaced by CIA. . 


Our policy was that we would not identify our sources to 
the Areicy. =: a. OS x 
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ba. Has 


‘in Mexico, it could use such informa 


“T6963 860 1821098) 


_ Shenia be pared. naneearnine there e Avanti¢ 
tec 


“not sdvise CIA’ 


lcarned about our bordar: coverdge 
- 


"" How much’ CIA. 
i 


is not known. Again, it “js pointed out thar former = 
Bureau Agent George Munz y have been sabe cagei biea: 


-As indicated, he-“later ‘bSuar 1 performing services for = 
eae ‘ : 7 ” 
CrA, If CIA learned that ve were oper e ting a foreana 


“as; additional ~ 
evidence of Bureau failure to ceope and coordinate 
With the Asency pursennt to Direetives, (Memorandum 


“Roach to Belmont, dune 14, 1057, re"Communist Coverage 


IOSD. BORGCE 4. Relations with, CIA," 


n 
captioned ease was advises by phis et contact 
was to ha a meeting injfswi Ferland uring the peri 
une 16=19957, A question arose as to wheth Be 
A 


In Nay, 1957, the Bees Ss double isons the 


at we 


to Gw:. itmerian nd JSyit Was recommen 


and approvet 


contact with€ur double agent ~ one point, The Agency . 


‘What is important cd is that CIA established 
t 
may have hed further. contact thout our knowlecve,  The_ 


Agen y may have also picked up the contact with the Goviet]y 


in (Switzerland [($@he case is being highlichted since we 
cannot excluc:: the nessibility that the eoen icy hag evidence 
to demonstra 3: that we were operational (in EuropoPt’nd we 


q 


did not coordinat @ with the Agency. (Henornndun Branican 
g ¥ 
to Belmont, June 10, 1957, re; ficarrorr, " 105~25453- ~1825) Ye) 


~ 


CilA REQUESTS FOR bb JREAU LECTURE ON COMMUNISM IN HE U. &, 


On Septémber 25, 1958, CIA inquired if W. C, 
Sullivan could give 2 Lecture on the communist movement 
in the U. 8S. It was recommended that Sullivan give the 
lecture, Such lectures were being afforded in other parts 
of the Government, The Director made the notation "We 
cannot make Sullivan availablo to this outfit." The 
Agency accepted this as an affront and a blatant refusal 


SECRET ive 


eee oe,” «i te 
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4 
aN 
# 


at ~ se eared wy ‘ : se 
“to cooperate.on-a most ‘important subject of interest oC ee 
to both.agencies, (ifemorandum Sullivan to Belmont, 


October 1, 1955, re: "Request for Lecture on Commnis Sin. 
ti MOURN) Soo clos te re Casey ne | 


oF 


ngs 


On July 9, 1956, 2 


Saken tre wavisi eed Vie SeEeae: ees 


ane z ates & CIA employee in Moscow, had been 
involved in an ix with a Soviet girl. According ie : 
to our source, (ae aaienincored he a furnis as information | : 
se the © oviet gar. : 
t 


Li 
nd CIA and ve confi 
ae 


affair and that he had Back oe ea 


Crs end State Densetinent, there was no ine tiention tha 

i Ahad been involved | in any espe nage against the Pn ae 
U, &. CIA gave conside vesting the Buren 
to identify its seurce Rte ah erage its mind, i 
Whether CIA has decumented this as an instance where . } 
the Bureasu failed to cooperate by not volunteering the é om 
source is 3 that. ? : 


a matter of conjecture but, - 
(pufile: - @ 


: 
25 &@ C&Se 


it 


should be kept in mind, 


in 
sensitive information 
tentions to conduct 

“OTA had access to a sensitive 
source, &5 Bas in a position to make ~ 
available hi cocuments. On_Aprij il, 


1968, CIA informed us that cur Légal Attache in re 
‘locally contacted CIA concerning this matter, CIA at 


quarters was highly disturbed because its office ae 
this operation and the Agency wanted 


head not been cut in on 
‘to be informed regarding the nature and the extent of cur 
information to our egal Attache, We 


In April, 1963, we becan? involved with CrA 
that Agency's efforts to “colds t 
relating ‘to overnin 
espionage 


dissemination of CIA 


a ee 
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' “detexpined + that’ the “Leg At tacks had made. “induirics in . 
Wri ip eeonee. £6" ends WHECh Had been ‘sent fron “Bares es de aa aa 
Headquarters, This matter is being highlighted hecause 
it vas a vitally important operation to CIA and. ine. aes 
had_received indications that anformaticn had been leaked | 


to IVa have no evidence or rensan to - 
t f&ttache ete ever involved itself 


beieve that th a 

in any such leak, However, we should not, under any cir- 
S ‘ — eae tat Cis 
3 


,cumstances, dais: 


yabilaty of tapping phones. ane nea ee microphones in 
uch coverage on U. S. officials, including their 
residénces, should never be excluded. The information we 
hed convered to gur Legnd Attache possibly may have been 
acquired by the hrovgh clandestine coverage, CIA 
possibly could charge us with nandling aaa sensitive 
information in @n dlusesure manner by tr smitting it to 


oa, thout conferring with the, Agency. 


In connection with alleged honage - 
activity in the U. S., CIA has never been Eati sfied with 
the efforts made by na Bureau, The Agency possibly could 
take the position that ve looked lightly at the allegations 
and did not purgue ame cer which, in their eyes, merited 
@ more aggressive approuch, <eutite - 25 ss 


$ 


7 _ For some time, CIA has. held ty ap 
the s m0 


g 
the es Agency has pointed out tha 
are Colicetins Sensitive_information in the. 
product is eyaine up in In January, 


revieved the stntus of our investigation of 
_ligence activities in the U. 5. . The Directo I 
"Y think this whole thing has been imaginary on the 
of CIA which has been played as a sucker by Sage is 
I would NAS no more elie on it at least until nil CTA 
restrictions are renovea,' ae did impose restrictions 
by not haere 2s us to pursue certain loads because it 
feared tnat its sense siti ive eee woul... be jeopardized. 


A 2aee 
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32 Se sensitive..iniormation. 
i 13° ‘he an outstanding = 


F) 


~~ 
a, 
Me 


~ PF geet, 


: - . : ’ ae : See ae flees 


‘fron CIA, We did. not obtain clesrance from CIA for 
“the inclusion beielaat a information in-our-monograph..: . 


Clésrance approval was not obtained because of the 
Bee .. wrgency.of the. goounent Cle, was irritated becaute 
"Lt cons 


au 
third ag 


‘incen ised but no issue Was ma 


a plegd such oS (Guatemaia City 


devad our  adteR” & Cistinet violation of “the: 
ency rule. The Agency “never made any. -protes . s 


GUATEMALA Ks) 


‘tn Lees: ana 1967 WS were ‘operating “informant 
‘in n Guatenal aysyac’ the inception of our op perational Aten 


od 


BUREAU TREORN ‘ANTS IN 


tivity, CIA was not informed. . In one case, we finslly 


were able to effeet the nocessary arrangements with CIA 
whereby the Burenu would be porattted to run the informant 
in Guatemsia JpIn the second instance we est2blished an 
agreement with CIA in October, LOG7, tha we could cone 
tinue han dling an informant in (Guatemala ai th the undex~ 
standing that the Bureau Ace ent, on the oceesion of each 
visit, Pecia confer with pe local CEA of fics politica 
information collected from the informant, These two case 


me 


had ail the makings of @ conflict. CLA Was unger whe 


definite impression that we had been running these 
ener ary te s before we nad finally coordinatgd with then. 
It ig truce that (the CIA Chiedeln Guatenalaf¥as much 

at CIA Headauarters and - 


0) 


theraticr was put to rest. 


-conerete evidence that 

éering in. mind that in 

it vould nat be difficul 

for 2 CIA intelligence officer to spot an FSI alee in 

contact. with Guatensians J6our nolshe dai vulnerability is 
aa 


A ait 
that we were one ratempila thout cocrdinstisy 
wi th CIA. (Sa : a 


CIA. ay have develop 
we were operating in Guate: aale, 


i he information emanating from the caption 3 
sensitive Bureau operation has been diss seminated to CIA 
and other avencies for several ycars. | The sensitive 
source has traveled abroxd numerous times ond his trips 


‘Mea 156 


Pecwias 
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o. . (25) ESTABLISHNENT OF BUREAU’ LIAISON WITH 


DUTCH INTERNAL SECURITY SERVICE 


In January, 1960, our Leral Attache, Bonn, 
traveled ase Holla ndor the purpose of exploring arrance=- 
ments Liaison with appropriate 
u. S. Aaesos dor raised questions, 
the yoars, all relations vith the[D utehPdut thoritics 
been handled through CIA He indYeated that before there 

“was any change in procedure, it would be necessary acts 
CKA and FBI to come to some forn Aas an agreement. licn 
Dulles subsequently expressed dissppointment in that his 
Agency had net been Contceeeatey. the Bureau prior to 
exploring the liaison arrangement, We eventually conferred 

- With CIA and came to an agreement satisfactory to ail 
parties concerned, 


DutchMutherities., The > 
s0inting out ha gover 


Again, CIA could cite this as an instance where 
we failed to coordinate with the Agency in line with 


Nationsat. Security Council Directives. Cfemorendum: Broahhoss 
to Belmont, March 3, 1660, re: “Lagal Attache Operations 


Norway, i 2nmark, Eweden and the Sotheriande " 66-LES7T3~12S) 
> ; : + ; - 3 


. In the latter part of 1959 we gave censidoration to 
establishing a peees Attache in Copenhagen,.Deamark, The 
purpose of the assignment was to follow Bureau leads in 
@ dai 


~ 
iw 
Denmark, Norway, Sacaon. and Holland, We did not inforn 


’ GIA of our intentions, (Heomorandum Frohtose to Belmont, 


January 14, 1990, re; "Legal Attache Operations, The 
Netherlands," 66. ~18973=113) 


(26) BUREAU Snes OF COUNTARINTH tLLIGE RCE. 


“ \ ~ 
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INFORMATION TOs POR GIGI SERVICES ~- 1982 


. | BY. letter dated November. 7, 1962, CIA raised 
questions concerning the propriety of: Burcau dissemination 
of qounterintelligence information to foreign intelligence 
services. CIA, at that time, had particular reference to 


inforgition which our Legal Attache had transmitted to the 
ntelligence Service concerning. KGB operations, CIA. 


ook the position that Buena ne: to the coordinating | 


ie ty ae 


SECRE| 
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war? 
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-s.v'* + Directive, the Bureau was obligated to coordinate with 
CIA prior to such dissemination, The part icular data 


had emanated fro: cne of our Sensitive & SB sources 
¢ : We resp ided to CIA by stating that the 
information was the product of ,an internal security 


operation and did not relate to any operational Sehr pn 


abroad, CIA again surrendered, The Agency could argu 
. that it was responsible for fol lowing ¢ Soviet matters 
*s with the ntelligence Service and that we had an 


obligation Or coordinating with the Agency. 
, Reanaene to Sullivan, Rovember 9, 1062, res. 


(Hemorandum 


(27) “THE. INVISIGLS GOVERN: 
DAVIN: WISS AND THO! 


{ENT, "A BCOK AUTHORED BY 
LOMAS pat SROS® 


In August, 1963, we received information indi- 
eating that Wise ard Ross were in the process of gathering 
material for a book pertaining. to activities of U. 5. 
intal TR Cerao: act twitidag, Rath Rags ane Wise cantactad 
the Bureau. It was recommended that Liaison orally advise 
a - GIA thet these two individuals were preparing a kook cone 
: cerning U. S&S. intelligensa | agencies. The Director. noted 
"Y see no reason doing so.’ ,% 


j.. It is not known if CIA was aware of the contact 
with the Bureau. Wise and Ross subs equently published the 
book which contained extrenely derogatory information 
concerning CIA, (Qifenorandun Jones to DeLoach, re: "David 

‘fiee 


Wise of the "New York Heraid Tribune" and Thomas Ross of 
the "Chica 1GO Sun Times") 


bee) COMMUNIST “ACTIVI TIDS ~ AFRICA 


, |. In April, 1860, CIA inquired if the Buresu would 
‘give any cor sideration te acsisting the Agency toward 
developing covers 24 in Africa, CIA was: looking tor the 

services of any Negro informant who might be available. 
‘The Agency also inquired ebout placing a Negro in the. 

Communist Party, USA, under a plan which would have as 
an eventual objective, the sending of the informant to 
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In the” same month, CLA inguired if the Bureau. 
would reostablish techni surveillance coverase on 
rae ener $who CIA ae was a key figure in Nate 
: Eoin te intelligence data..to.th “ 
icence vorvicogShic deelin ed to ee ete ; 
: the: oveenre ds CL. Cons: dered the matter important because: 
of its re eletionship to theflideast Crisis 5.46) 


On October 21, 1969, we toid CIA that future 
requests from CIA for technical surveillance coverage - 
should be transmitted by.the Agency directly to the 
Attorney General, f, 


CIA has never made any official comment or 
protest but it has considered the aforc-mentioned action 
by the. Bureau as unfriendly and uncooperative. The Agency 
has leoked to the Eurenu as the logical point of contact and 
as the only organization having the resources and capabilities 
of adequately determining ifs uch coverage is even feasible, 
Sey CONS ow Avec meer wre 


AL Ba Oe, 2S rated BMY des fee wt ae A LO 


Ae emt mene ties nts mitt net tn mA Na er a 


: — The Liaison “Agont recalls fragments of oth: 
Situations or conflicts which occured over the years und 
which resulted in the voicing «af CIA displeasure or criticisn., 
The Agent cannot recall the names of the cases whieh is 
necessary to acquire the required data. There was one 
instance early in the 1980's which sa beable information 
recoived from a source of unknown reliability charging 


Alien Dulies with naving been a communict and a spy while 


in Burope, We disseminated the information to several 
agencies, Dulles exploded but never ledged a protest. 


The Agent also has recollection of instances when 
CIA. alleged that its source or informant was compromised by 
Bureau revelation.of CIA information during the course of 
interviews conducted by us. Techuically, this would be a 
violation of the third agency rule and, if CIA had hard 
core facts, we would be vulnerable, particularly if an 


important informant was lost. | CIA never made any official 


issue or protest. 
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LIST OF BUARAU CRIRVARCES 


at 


1, ATTACKS “GAINST BURFAU_CNEXICO CITY AND FRANCR - 1951) 
Althoush Ament Peasich did not bevrin handling Linison 
with Cif. until 1652, it is important to reier to highly signi- 
fieunt differcnecs with CIA which culminated in a sericus | 
conflict in the Yall of 1953. Our Legal Attaches in Hexico City 
and age renorted that CIA representatives were attacking the 
Bureau, wore cndeavoring to place us in an unfavorable light, 
were questioning our juricdiction, and were mnawiag disparaging 


remarks concerning the Bureau. Seme of this was sumicd up by 
characterising it as covert hastility within Cis, stemming 
on aisgruntled csormer employees of the FBI. 

In October, 1951, General Walter Beda 41 Gnith, then 
Director of CIA, asked to meet with the Director and other 
Bureau representatives for the purpose of discussing the 
existins differences. General Smith denied that there was any 
covert hostilitv agninst the Buresu and maintained that there 
WAS © ge a} feeling of respect for us, He admitted that 
there na. een isclated instances of friction for which CIA 
its share of resnousibility. 


It is my recollection that the Director and other 
Burenu officinalis did meet with General Smith, at which time 
guidelines weve set forth for maintaining future relations 
between the tro agencies. I was not able to find a MCHoOraAncen 


gouge Nop 
Cover in: . 


of reco v this meeting. (« a 
all ae aan OMT Le rae 
2. PROSELYTING GE EURTAU PERSONNEL BY CIA 


recails that carly in the 1950's 

ies with CiA because the Agency allo;:edly 
was reeruiting Burenumenp oyed personnel. We vigorously pro- 
tested,and subsequentiy che Acency advised that it would follow 
a policy of not having’an contact with a Bureau employee until 
the individual had been separated from the Bureau for a pericd 
of at lenst thirty days. pee Arent could not locate the bock- 
ground of matter in the files reviewed by him. It is pos- 
sible that the Deetluene information lies in the personnel file 
of some former Bureau Agent. 


The. Avent cleariy 
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effect on the 
emphasized te 
officially 


inforned 


WEN ©, 
Bx ve 


8. CIA INTER 


WITH ALL 


ar oaks oem 


On september 27, 


“Allen Dulles, 


Lererve a vo 


a 


situation but if not properly followed could lead to conflic 
between the’ tvo 


‘of 


alien 


1S 


established 
September 28 


Megs 
MO g 
9. 

in No 
@ Na 


This approach 


St SUCRtES 
Ae reeentry 
overeal 


General 


that h chm 


viper 
A git cea ah 
Bore 


at 


mn 


an the United 
first obtaining 
requirement for such 


it, Cant 


1955, "Relations 


CIA APPEOE CH OF A NATIGHAL 


eRe OnE A a Ores demy 


on 


ease 
ve ee 


een pigs rau 


at of tie inter: gency, a 


Jotere cre ‘to 
considered for ce 


{yO 


MOrandun nates: 
at in view of comni 
e officiais, that 
seamen would have 
ates Defector ERO neath 
this matter had never been 
Defector Committee. He was 
~ couducive to mutua it cooperation, 
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ea na 


eee. 
2} 
| aa 
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OF 


DULGES 


an nee, 


a: 


ONE UNITED aS - DISCUSSION 


1955, the Linisen Agent met with 
time the Chi Director's attention was 


WHC Aad not yet develoned into a Lot 


>t al 
Ae 

ES} 

thes 
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1ich 
WUbEeY 


coe 
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oe 
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Dulles was 
States made 
necessa 
clearen 
eement, (62 


enck referred to the contac 
by CIA personnel without 
ry clearance from the Bureau, The 
nee was clearecut and pursuant to an 
SO0750; memorandum Roach to Belmont 


Grol 
with on) 


Por’ 
ehe 


A 


AC CADEMY BMY GRADUATE (1958) 


veinb aon 


nA ce ¥ 


1955, an incident 
Bauate to utilize fies 


Was made while ee graduate wa 
Academy i edal A protest was made to key 
not having nous sed us prior to establis shing 
Academy gradue te Res & 


10, 


In December, 13 we received uu setutian i. aicatiae 
ree Ci4 wes in contact with an indivicuel whom the Bureau was 
Geveloping for utiligation in « couble arent operation, We 
learned that CIA representatives had established contact with 

i A and had given him some advice and guidance without 
i first chee King with the Buresu, FKe otested to (cia. E 
; \ pr 
‘sy : : 7 
SECREL 
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' eg r i a 
fe SECRET 
ae Es -("j 
us. that he’ had been. . CLA official | ‘that “the FB i 
Pee ould be fren rans oe Rabe kacke yt s\cae We had aes ocr 
become involved in any Such arse chant ter determine 


6788 -thetea: 


TAvotfiein hb: hod the, abeve-. % Pattee 
described misy ation 
handling of th ttor, Ch 
Washington, D. 
CIA employee. 
the Agency hag ad 
contacts wit! and 
it was indica : a) 
a C7A cial concerning his meetings wi Hero ae ay LS @} 
Atiocne protested and CIA supmitt a. ver of Gpoloty. 
Monores un Belmont to Boardman duly S31, 105¢ PEE e 
In duly, 1956, a statement was made hy a State 
Department offieial to the effect that a CIA euployee allegedly 
had wdvised that the subject, Sovict agent guwas being per oe 
mitted to enter the United States so that his activities . > 
could be covered and so that the Bureau would ne in a positic 
to promote a defection, Tae Buretu was not in possession of 
any information indicating that we had sanctioned the entry 
of the subject for the purpose described above, The State 
Department official was unable to recall the name cf the CIA 
mployee Lnvoived; inguiry at are ToS MeGat ees we. were not 
in a position mntas S a 
investigation h 
up with the (acAtien. 
17. : 
By letter dated November 8, 1956, we strongly. pro 
“tested to CIA bcerxuse repr esontatives of that Agency had inter- 
viewed an alien in the =o ited States without first obtaining 
clearance frow the Buren It should be noted that there was 
yvelleestablished afr eat vhereby it was incumbent upon 
CiA to first check with the Buresu before interviewing any 
wy sho United States. (Letter to CIA November ©, 1956, 
‘; " — ; : 
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CHA was not invading 
evidence that CFA hae ae stepped its jurisdiction, The Director. 
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. ‘ wWisy y 
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pe. eee 


: 


‘efusent nt @siunbi 
with whom we, had been in Boneeet because of hiz assceciition . 
Sov s: RS EStan ed “te thesaites Se 

: gfPab., £2 MNP aRY Where he Gas c contacved by. 
LY and was ‘give 2 “Ve tter indicating | 


mei in the EGEIVEend thet he was ) 
rth the United States, When! ranmon 


that the writer Wy 
interested in cocne 


IRE 
returned to-the United S$ or we, permitted CIA to interview 
.the subject because of ‘the Agency's foreign intelligence inter 
ests, We subsequently inter. sieved Ganmexf at which time he 
infoxmed us that he had Beohk eautioned by CIA not to furnish 
bea information to the Bureau, CIA denied sues any such 
atement vas mode, (ne: Barr @ll Patrieh Hamner) 


19. ‘CIA REQU 
L987 


2 INSOCRMATION CONCERNING A HIGH-SP 


re 
ta 
3 
’ H 
= 
od 


Seee erento and 


A nto oar 


A RR i ee 


The San Francisco Office furnished information 
indicating that CIA had requeste fivm in California to furs 


Midiehh Lae ares BUCA TEOL PegacdiLiy aha LURGLEA Luguiascies 


rave) 
cS) 


“pertaining to. e-highespeed camera manufactured by the company. 


The matter Wes nadie Dea wea we wanted to be certain that 


* jurisdiction, We did not. develop 


Gid make a notation, "O.H., but it does seem to me we give CIA 
& protty wide authority to explore such a field, H" 
(Hemorandum Belmont to Boardman April 10, 1957, "Flow of 
Se Eee es foxmation to Soviets ana Satellites throush 
So-Calied Channels’) 


On May 28, 1957, CIA advised that one of its repre- 
sentatives in the field hod intervieved the cepticned GiisE 
alien who had agxreced to coonerate with the Agency after he 
returned to as SERdaeR CIA conducted this interview without. 
first gees clearances) from, the Bureau. Such Cheat ance Was 
neccesary ache ant to an Sanaa shed eee NEN Ce 
pro:ast was ade to the Agens (Re: 


- SECRE! 
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La UuEVersrty on ee 


En December, we tack site 


21..yCIA REQUEST FOR TOUR row COLOMBIAN INTHLLIGENCE 88 SRVICE 748) 
: ON 


REPRESE INTATIVES — 19: 


+) Se neeR  raRaTEY SEE, 


n July, 1987, CIA requested .a tour for ceveral: 
(Cotompiz anfofficinis whe were cerning to this country under CIA 
invitation ice was toid that no tours woujd be eiven to the 
Coloubiangebec » the past a Colony saftuhbessacor had ae 

Tes rossly ifisulted ene Bureau aiter Wwe ha rested the 
abeedsste chauffcour on White Slave Traffic Act cha ge. (®) 


If we so desired, we could give cons ideration to 
accusing CIA of trying to impose upon us individuals whom ve 
Coueecces?, undesirable in light of the forergi 

iy 15, 1557, Roach to. Belmont 
of Coro bin intelligence BEENECE - Request 
by = S) 


for Bureau Tour 


yr yA bal reapers 
R EQUEST a! 8 ‘ UR ro 


xy 

a 

ut ONS BNC Try 
het otf noe mm yh E Ji es 


SURVEY OF COUNCIL ON FOREIGN fu) 


22, 
ae wo LO an 


Q HH 
\e3 
| "3 


on Navennee 15, 1987, our New York Office was con~ 
tacted by the local Cia repre sentative who aes to be ine 
formed if the Bureau could conduct a security survey of the 
premises of the Council on Fereign Relations whis 4 were located 
across the street from 2 byilding occupied by thegSoviet - 
United Nations Delegation, The CIA representative indicate’ 
that his visit to cur office was pursuant to instructions : 
received from Allen Dulles whoggllevedly was concerned about’ 
the possibility of es Sg Potablishing coverage of 


ft 
conversations and discugsions which might be held at the Council, 
.It should be noted that the Council included as members many 
Welleknown personalities, including officials of the United | i 
States Government, Uv) 


. Pursuant to instructions, Allen £ Dull es was informed 

on November 18, 1957, that we did not like the approach used 
by CIA in that such a sensitive matter had been taken up at 
the field level rather than through Bureau Headquarters, 
(Henerandum Roach to Beiment November 19, 1957, re "Council ~ 
on Foreign Relations") U) , ao 4 

me as ana a ce 

¢ ' ; a 
oe  -. oe ana o> & SEC, 
i - 7 - 
6 ee ~ ~ = ell, rn oem 
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r 3, [Re omarni alien, With * 
CESEE Se g fone als the Eurean, 


prose 
that the t 
&@ Bureau operation, 
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By letter dated 


be mrs 


nt Sepp 
LOB 


é 
t 


ntac With 


, we received information 

cientist then visiting i 

Ollowed deoveicnments ees : g 
The, Aganey vy was fuldy ayare - ot the. 
Enew that we were in co 

coesved 22 


aploy¢e, established cont 
Gevcleoiun information co 


ie 
u 
formation indicating that 


aet with 


neerning £8) 
A protest Was made to CIA for not 


interests with us, moe La mond 


nossibly could 


‘ My zt 
rarcdisced 


» we directed aa 
nterviewing oe 


his 


25,  ALIEGRD IUPERS RATION OF FRI EMPLOYER 
On April 23, 19585, we received information indicating 
that a CIA employee allegedly had represented herself as being 
fe pik the FBY when she tried to arrange an interview with 

ame (iwi, on official of the Internation: Ll Association of- 
Machinists in Washington, D. C. TRB gave a signed.statement 
in which he clained that he had received a phone call from a 
Miss (58 Who 26 ene: Was With the FOE. Igon checking with 
Ci4, we were infermed that Miss that she had made 
“gucn representaticn, : nar Belmont April 25, 


1958, 
26. & 


to Cia 


tt 


first o 


Sucti 1 ce 7 C@Ur 


(Re: 


Unknown Subjec 


By letter dated 
for SERGEY Ore ne 2 
btaining the neces 
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May 12, 1958, the Bureau 
alien in the Detroit are 


protested 
a without 


sary Clearance from the Bureau, 


1% pursuant to establish 


SECREL 


~ 8 - 


ed ag grecment. 


ene aa 


i ae. eee 


June Le “yS53. that he h 


om 


sy = 


ne 


‘a’ ; ’, Meee 
- 
: AATIA pT, oT > : : 
1 30¢ {GERERAEL RG ppoe ski GOULER -. a 2 wee ' Ya. 


. The, Leal ELC ee HONS 
ad be cen irs 

* Gehlert 288 heud- of" the preset 
became avare of this inwtt: 


informed our Leeal Attache that it 
Legat visit with [Gehnlen, )Gur Legat 


to accept the invitatioR& regardless of the CIA position, 
We could evaluate the CIA position in this natter as 


being uncooperative, (Hemorandum Reach to Belmont June 17, 
1958, "Relations with CIA") 


31. CYA INTEREST rn (Gimmes ] at. 


In June, 1958, we raig.d the question concerning 

CIA's failure tio adhere to an arrcement relating to CIA's (S) 
recruitment of Chinese aliens in the United. States Pee over 

gang “ts hetlicanda aneritiong. Under the agreement, CIA was 

not to approach any rbien without first aioe wita(S) 
us, A Gituation developed In Iliinois indicating that CLA 
allerediy had becene interested in recruiting an allen and 

even took some usetion ies yout Linst checking with us, We 


expressed our disapsr vad in 2a letter to CIA June 12, 1958, 
(Menorancum Belmont ioe Boarduan dune 9, 1958, tiReeruitment S) 
of] Chinese lAliens in the United States for Oversea as . 


Intelligence Oncratians') 


32, CIA OFFICIAL 's CAMEICISN OF "MASTERS OF DNCEIr?" 


Qur Legal Attache, Tokvo, obtained a copy of a meno- 

yandum sent to an official-in our. Embassy in Tokyo by 

Chief of the CIA Office in depen | In his communication 
elittled the value of VES of Deceit" as an anticommunist 


ia ry 
ct 
i) 
os 
4 
3 


3 
LeS He claimed that the book pertained 
only to the Communist Party es which he characterized as a 
small, ineffective, f{rdetio: idden oreanization. He stated 
that t)e@ author of the book was not an intellectual but rather 
@ policeman. Cifemorandum Roach to Belmont June 12 and 24, 19538, 
"Masters of Beceit.') wa 


weapon in foreign countri 
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33. IA “pEvEl LOOMERT OF NES. 
ag onct “P-gee ours aaa rents . aes 
En Many 
RES concern > 
aes oi: alae Aik emn1e sof” ° . 
nMMCover ry the Uni tea. ates, 
Hl aave oni Ditoumacion ane CIA 
‘ in Se peg Cah _in Was shingten, D.C. 
2 and ve Lunt had Ween" developed as sees 
L: & Source by a some information to 
., the Agency, In a lette E nh 2293, we told CIA 
that in the case of Ge: felt the Agency should 
have notified us at an earlicr date in order that we could 
have considered explgitation far internel segnueity purrgees 
at. the outset,” (Re: Enconesiadp: Activities fioo..25 “7499S) ; 
. ) : 
MICHAL GOLT TUEVSHI, AKA DR, HETURICH SCEUTZE LIC S) 
\ P 
iia Canis ets Vo. aie en 6 Eke Pe Tae atc arn 
Seavie; aefectcd to the United States and fuPhishe® extremely 
valuable information, The beginnings of this case. include 
‘information raising questions concerning CIA coopera tion, 
pwaiee Hine mo - i 


fhich had 
who es 


nutans ) The wri ser further 
VLE baad US sLigiBintel Licence 
ae cen placed i 


“OC 
up in: the office of 
nd 


oe 


In June 1988 We setae g bs informatio 
, ¢ 
ky 
rn tune a 


that CIA May, have opened a letter 
been addvessed to the Director by ar 
‘identified himself asfpr. aGalobass 
indiented that he micht 
Service. The Letter addvr« 
i envelope which, in 


United States Ambassndon (ae erin Ave subsequently 
eceived @ copy of the parti AL Cemaunie cation from Cia, 


and the contents were suci me that no action was 

requived by the Bureau, for pa ielcalare Deadi ne 

to the alle ed opening of which had been addressed 

to the Director. CIA claimed that it had not opened the 

letter, We were confidentially informed by an Arency repre- 

sentative that the fAmbacsadctphad onened the letter and then 

referred the matter to Cra, pe contents were such thut inves- : 
tigative action of an extensive nature was required by CIA ‘ 
-in Europe, What actually happengd at the United States Embassy 
is somcthi hg we may never know. [Ciichal Golenicweki - 65-65192 
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ae 2 es: ty RB og of, ee 
: : : f part 5 ~ hy 
as ea “SECRET ~ 
es ee a ‘ ce “Saket S ' 
By letter dated June 26, ag = wecyoiced our concer 
regarding Cra teen bbeced: interview :04 pseu Ae kien whom Gras ote neues 
Was eae ara ‘OXY OF Tecrads Loe TTS denied that an 
on ADT proach of, the 7 On, OUR, investigation Cony hae 
dicted: the 3 anating from ‘CEA. (Rev aie 2, 
“SRuoreaw fils Nop s 5 not eey gael SE ee eM poke > aye os ete te IN ® attvhee tie 
:3G6, a EOF FBI TECUNICAL SURVET ae COVERAGE (Ss) 
vee, ee ON Te 18 Tene. Cy ceeg eaten the meree tee 
7 permission tofplayv a recording of (2 telephone’ coyversation GS): 
obtained by tif’ Gureau tofEinse Mussein of Jordan the : 
rocordingphad been deve Qe fd through ourfsensitive coverage i 
“Si the PPfyntian Ones vn Ry, dD. Cc. On dune 5, 1958, ; 
PO TONE OO ee tel & Con nversation between Habnoud 


Rousan of the Jorda mt SEY aid the Revptiap Air Attache ne) 

The conversation Mieated that Mow 

closely with tt } equently, CIA developed 
information irndienti isanPtas a key figure in a 
evolutianary plot, the objeetive™of which was to overthrow 


. 1 
Seat. PNG ais ated . 3 . : ; o j 
Aamaely aAwhe aa re ° 7 « 


Rousan 


wey tr oN te gies ne 


aA vt de EN. 


he 


> 


eturned to Cys and was imprisoned by 


Kine Hypsseinpbsased ae Bint jon made available. throuch CIA, 
RousanpMenied any implication in any revolutionary activity and 
he was Ss pinky supported by eceptain top officials in the : ‘ 
Jordan eiflovernent. The stir nigfto i BA at he was on the 
Spot and that he needed proof of LRor oo. oo ra 

? he 


jactivity. CIA asked if we would perni 
‘played to the King 


2 


a: dae be convineed, 


recording to be 
Ystressing that this was the only way (King 


eee 


On July 18, 19 
z 


1958, a CLA of ficial was advised that 
the Bureau positively wonld- not grant pormission tofplaying 
& BS f 3 
of the recoraing ) We maintained that. if we granted Such 
3 ww 


4 , 
permission, our. ocher (Eqvernge of a sensitive nate wee. 
be seriously imperiled >) mG) 

On July 21, 1958, Allen Dulles asked if the Bureau 
would reconsider its position in view of the critical situnrtion 
in [the Middic East ) Pursunnt to instructions, CTA was then | 
tol@ that in view™of the vosition in which the Bureau had been 
placed, we secede a to Dulles' reauest. CJA was further toid 
that we were seriously considering: the termination of alt of 
our technical Sanoe is ncesPHecause we Gid not intend to be 
placed in such a position ‘in the future, 


On July 22, 1958, Dulles told the Ligisen Agent 
that he was very much disturbed over the Director's reaction, 
He stated that he was not interested in- noderng> a pistol to 


a 2 | fe SECRET - 12 ~ 
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probit 


fe 
“dated July 22, 195: ost’ for Permission tofPlay sf. 
Technical Surveillance Recording to King Hussien, Jordan" )] S 


hy2 


hear of any cdetails. Lunn Het 


sot we tools in resistins the 

ive infermation toa es 

ust: gd (somorandum Roach .to Bgimont, 
NOTA Reque fi a 


seeedi wees. oF 
SOV er HME WO E 


9° 


TIGN IN MEXICAN GOVERNMENT 


WAV ONTOT 
Boa aN 


x pak db a PPaek oer ery 

SEAT Ak SY PA myspace ar tA) 
SPYOR OF 5 LLOAN COMMUNTSTS 

pean clas anions eieraieerinereecasnesacee 


 . Jn 1253, CIA officially informed us that it was 
enwzared inva prawran cesiened toa d: COMMUMNLS Et 
activity in Mexico. We becnme ce rcerned because this ;y 
was to involve deportation of undasirables, including 

in MExLCO, The implementa tion of 

Pr Op akin BOW Lave Dew acid: Aas ut ent 
to the United States. CIA denied that it was engaged in any 
‘operation s: “tealdy ee ime Pee Ane? ican communists. 
In September, 1958, we were informed that the Mexican Governme ne 
had embarked on a strong abi unaee program and certain 
Americ ins were ordered ceported, We checked with CIA and the ; 
Agency's ren) (, in Mexico City claimed that his Agency was net. ~* 


involved () UU): 


The Linis 307 Acont subsedquentiv was informed on 
strictiy confidential basis that the American Ambassador 
been in contact with certain Mexican officials poe 
possible antics ities The Ambassador had. Sa 
with the lecal CIA chief ced fora list of ee jeans 
-who could be considered beins devortable., The CIA orice re 
reportedly furnished a lis st of approximately 40 names. (nemo~ 
randum Reach to Belmont, September 17, es "Lecal Attache/s 
Office, Mexico City, Relationship with Embassy and cL) O& U) 


phialg eee 
srupt averal 


Vcit-oa sider ubau Gamma s us | 


es 


rmunpet 3 


a 
hea 
a 


38.) 


1958 ,Abecause of Ase Asency's guthorized. investigation in 
the n 


S 2Ted Stat 0% afglonsnsa ‘tizen whowwas here in conncc-g 
tion with an oie O“ran Tha Romanian indicated to an 
Aysorican frtend that he was interes \ j 
States,. but was not ready for actual defe petion because of 


med in stRying in the “ty 
SECRET. 


U)\ 
~~ 13 ee! 


We apPee ved our displeasure to CIA ilk september, 
P: 


aoe 
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ee 
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offi 
was 


had not formulated a position. Allen Dulles allegedly contacted 


th 


haa 
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rt 


= ; 


C 


i -{ ea ond he: wat 
eee: Ln hain because he had fa tiled to make 


hue. ingarine, eentember, ote Memeorandum, 
Livont, September 4, L859, "Allen Du les") 


5 ACYIVITIES OF CON PACTS DIVIET my OF CIA = 58 EOF 


We received iniounreion an septenber, 1 
ion of CIA had beld interviews wi 
Sinessmen in the Boston area, Mera Cupeya with meetings between 
SICKA veportedly was inter- 
sence information p&but am 
vas involved in afdouble 
agent operation peing handled by the Burgau. The Bureak already 


e Contacts Divi: 


e businessmen sand visiting Soviets} 
ted in developing positive Intel] 
happened thag,one of the [Soviets 


d notified CTA of our interest in thefSoviet. By lottenl(s 
o the mf&riner 


cr. 


oe cae ree 959, we voiced our objection 


On November 6 
dicating that HCUA was interested in obtaining Co 


sler, a Czech defector, to testify before the Committee. HCUA 
advised. us that it had contacted the State Department who, in 


rn, had’ conferred with CiA, Allen Dulles alleged 
UA that Tisler was agrceable to app earing before 


ee 
a that he would be made available pursuant to certain security 


ae 
structions. 


The Director asked whether or not CIA had a authority ~ 


1M Totter “ds ited ‘Septonber 16, 
aes fold “that the Bureau. WES 


the atticle End *had ‘hot alokted “us-conedrnilig the. impending’ |" 

tick against the Bureau, (Clemorandun Frohbose to Gelmont, — 

August. 27,1059, “Allen Dulles: Ameri¢a's. Global - 
. 


HEL PRANYISEK TISLER BEFORT THE | : 
AMERICAN ACTIVITIES es 


OT A NAL REL EY RR NEN Oy 


, 1959, information was received 


19 150, was ‘ i hug 


ayy. objects On. 


elec Se 
rohbos s@. to” _ 2 ae 


G53, thet. 
th American 


wer Ch 4 iy i 


. +44 ‘ : { 
fF, Bureau | 


~_1989 


Lonel Frantisek 


& 


ly informed 
the Commi i “Tt 


make a defector available to a congressional committee without 


rst checking with other see wc tc agencies, The 


Director was 


formed that CIA did not have ch authority because a Nacional 
curity Council directive made "it very clear that this could not 
done without age ne the matter through the Inter-Agency 


feetor Committee. In this particular case the aforementioned 
Committee had not ere a meeting, but the chairman, a CIA 


ficial, had made certain phone calls. . A Bureau representative “ 3 
S contacted by ‘phone on November 6, 1959, butet that time we 


e chairman of the Committee and was told that the 


no ebycction to makin Tisler available. 
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Committec 


ae » E { K E oy 

: / ‘ ‘ ‘ my ‘ Cs , 5 4 : \ | we bi 5 i 
: .t oe a nee ; 
Ly = : es 
ae One Noventer “13501959, CLAy repre Atives were me 
informed - re We WEFG opposed to matkine the: ae ector. available ‘| 
to Hova.. On the a were told that CIA was inforniay 7 
“ WIGUA: itewas revo antron rand - that wapon reco OnNSileraticng > % 
it’ did’ noty feel t wler ‘could be ‘made available. « “4 
‘ - . bate miemarandan: dated Nexember’ 1L4.: “1959; . the» Koatienes * 

mmenisS 2 RO were reviewed and it was a thot - 

AOSthe ney Defeercor Committee meeting we stronnclsy 
sprotest tion in the handling of the HCUA request, 
(Bureau &)} : 

AT. CRITICISHN CP DIRECTOR 
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Embassy 
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Company, Caracas, uae 
veld a conversation 
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238, (Teo epo ! Teieco 
1 Bureau that he recently 
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took emecentien 
oy 


the Davceras 


fricia 


i 


and the FBI. oe the cate ee have retired 
five years ago for the good.of all conecrned. <A protest was made 
to Allen. DALLES von Ape 2 ooo: (Memorandum Frohbose to Belmont, 
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China. 
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Dulles and on April 20, 1960, Dud ke 
that ha Read candueted an. inguiry, 
; talk, and was salisfied 
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Frohbose to Belmont, April 21, 19690, 
49. ALLEGUD IRSTALLATICN OF MICKOPHONES ROUWS, 
as Dy CK Dek, es 


that it had been planted by a 


SECRET 


DoclId:37169180 Page 32 


optative informed 


1 Stale Departmen’ repres aioe 
that a microphone had been Pf d in the U.&, Embassy, Bogie * Ter; 


nd that Allen Dulles alter ES 


“tion 
in 1 
nao © 5 ace 


thee 


a 
LtAllicr to Belmont, May 2,°1 
Pronmis MW by CI 


HW 50953 


“hitd:: ‘ma rintained” 
ee NGM AA 
was Fert that 
through 
indicatiiig 
962 atthe. 
“SCeCMr os On aa tn 
this down 
their: 
mic 


‘3 
Be 
pin inp 
recor 


the erophone, 


a ‘Evie ba) 
instruc 
dons wh 


Attaches 
inetea.- 


pat 
LAT 


ator: atcha, (Orn oe 


inVestigeTion, | 


h 
‘ 


Byer dete cg ed ey we 
Sere. 
~-to orient him se 


through jg 


Benloauiv now 


to tell the subj 


Tithe 
wer 


OY 


Government. 
hed 


Cu 
i 
sf 


no power 


emorandum I 


ad 


position as 
to. the Ue - 
i Baireau. 


ano 
in 


The 
out of Line hu 
“mending sa 
in Gevelopi 
to t} WW Bbs5 
pe ere ae 
the 


n 


Nes 


in 
Gave 
oner 


nA 


Buyyveooy 


techirte: td 


ad planed 


en a eeorereny 


Wa 


ae if cu 
Ss. coins | ot 2h. 


TA Was COVEN Lie 
finstaliat ‘ion 


that CIA had 


eagest ab aon 
State. Depasctmcit 
2 move speci 


cia not 


Gy 


Le 
to 


equent 1, 
cing ¢ Gon 
Bch may 


ree heey 
ON pe ee ee he wee ae Y 


Re 
pubhieias 
You! City 
Cey 
complained 
authority 


to 
to 


are Ay 


Le | 
OV 


ey 
Las 


Ce 


Liaison Acent 


Ot fare 


in 
t 
not 

GAs 


tellivrcnec 
rnnentiy anid 
ations b 


POY OO 


rey 
wt 


wy 
7 
a 


- 


MAM AAU: 


SECRET 


s 
Uig srs 
ir ee 


me. ." I 


ins Sta a 
rtate D 
Ewe 
PG mo. 

ay de 

ii 


etter 
be on 


Meat ty ea 
DLO 


CUA 
pu omni 


iS 
cy 


rm 


‘Aud ter” vo Belnont, September 


‘to re 
AR GVt 


C 


i nfor: 

W 
th 
at 


2 


¢ HY 


Foun 
hat 
apr 
Lier t 


SECREI 


1S 


we 


to oO 


opr NPL 


ie 


povate effectively, it had * 
aetavblish wents s- The: implication 
oiesee of other U.S. agzencics 
naquiries: GouCLop od: ntowns 
led ‘a inierophone #n the’ Umbass 


Pod 


Spatine ue ontic iat. The -OiTice 
contacted” in .am-effort: te. + 


nner, We wore toid by Etate 


any invernmition nang 
‘Was’ pee a eecd be 0 bere 


the ent al 


techni 


Duxenu operations, (lene: rOonGuUMm 
Coo, “eee les tion of Microphones 
srr 


(he subject / 


Majec 


3 t a Burenu 
ew York | ity 2. Ria 


Pada eae we wens oe Ei taareny en yt 


are een SW yeu hd Oona 
ai P| fe heer . 4 ~ pl 
an eiiect would he sees 


that ne oul not ee pepe es a =e ene Ls, 


[anal a 
Sk LAE a 


that 
subject 


3G 


U, 


tre 


the: Agency 
the 


oO, ae 
“1850 


oO 


onoloy 


a 


Cbiaaue 
Teles vt , 
cheelred 
dn Ya ry te 
vlicr 
her job, 
else. 


ce, 


oy 
ceiving tit 
subse 


Tho we a 
job, 
lenrned 
leaving 
somebody 
Miss '& 


a ay 
cauent ly 
that spe was 
recommend 

f employee, 


Leh 


that the Agency wes 
Bureau before recone. 
Bureau was Lrutere: 
ion which might be useful 
nm this Sens CIA was 
tely coordinating with 
Oboe wont, ocienen 1oG0, 


med CIA 
itn the 
at the 


ted 


ol, 


DocId: 327169160 


Page 33 


ees othe ging maces onesies veri oh Str Sens ban pee ae Ka eae Asem 


Bae tae 


syd aluiecleussmeininiace  Woceaaasetscaee pei gts aon! 


ee Se SR OO 


Pe CER: Us 
: A A US. Bi 


Pr oRpyRee AW 


bhai a 


AES ON: EN ey, a te See rath, re oa oe oe a . ite, * dns 8 9 nas ee 


contacted, ee 
Bureau clearance. 
Intel iligence R0af%d document. 
Be e.Agent. stvessod the sengin. 
Dulles .x¢ eaquested: one. of Wis 


» *§ » Allen Dulles’ scevains. ¢ 

_ for use of our Antorna tion 
: Ne aon Gee. ‘pad. beer, 
-tivity of the ware 


Subordina tes co a precedure to prevent a recurrence 
i ot Ss B'AlLiee to. Belmont, Merch 30, 1961, 
oS, “Spy IN THE U.S. '" ROOK AUTEORED | LM NA we 
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In July, 967, we pvotested to CIA ina case where 
the Agency allegedly had failed to report to us concerning a 
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